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REMARKS 

1. Applicant thanks the Examiner for his remarks and observations, which 
have greatly assisted Applicant in responding. 

5 

2. Claim 22 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed 
invention is allegedly directed to non-statutory subject matter. Applicant has 
amended claim 22 to substitute the expression "computer-readable" medium for 
tangible medium. Accordingly, claim 22 as amended describes statutory subject 

10 matter - a computer program product. 

3. 35 U.S.C. § 103 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must 

be met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the 
15 references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary 

skill in the art, to modify the reference or to combine reference teachings. 

Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art 

reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 

limitations. MPEP § 2143. 
20 Claims 1-20, 22-41, 43-62 and 64 stand rejected as being unpatentable 

over U.S. patent no. 6,192,380 ("Light") in view of U.S. published application no 

2002/0083068 CQuass"). 

Claims 1 , 22 and 43: The Examiner relies on Quass, 0054 as teaching 

"analyzing text expression within a configurable area of a page." Applicant 
25 respectfully disagrees. Quass, 0064 describes: 

The input text parser 204 uses an ordered list of rules to 
find descriptive text for an <input>element It returns the text from 
the first rule that succeeds in finding text that is more than just 
30 blank spaces . If no rules succeed, the input text parser indicates 

that the <input>element has no descriptive text. The rules are, in 
order: (1) look for any text following, and on the same line as, the 
<input>element : (2) took for any text preceding, and on the same 
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line as, the <input>etement: (3) If the Input element is Inside a table 
cell, look for any text in the table cell following, and on the same 
table row as. the <input>element: (4) if the input element is inside a 
table cell, look for anv text in the table cell preceding, and on the 
5 same table row as. the <input>element . In addition, whichever of 

rules (1) and (2) succeeds most often on a given line are used 
uniformly for that line, and whichever of rules (3) and (4> succeeds 
most often on a given table row are used uniformly for that row . 
This is a heuristic based on the observation that descriptions on a 
10 given line or table row tend to appear consistently on either the 

right or the left, but not both, of form controls. " 

Thus, there is nothing configurable about the rule set described in Quass. 
In fact, it is completely stereotypical: 

(1) the input text parser first looks for any text following and on the same 
1 5 line as the input element; 

(2) it ten looks for any text preceding and on the same line as the input 
element; 

(3) for an input element inside, of a table cell, the parser looks for any text 
in the table cell following and on the same line as the input element; 

20 (4) for an input element inside of a table cell, the parser looks for any text 

in the table eel! preceding and on the same line as the input element; 

Whichever of rules 1 and 2 work best for a given line, an rules 3 and 4 for 
da table row is used for the remainder of the line or row. 

Applicant respectfully posits the question: What Is configurable about 

25 this? The parser simply does its job, driven by the rule set. There is no option to, 
for example, specify a particular distance, or a particular number of table cells 
following or preceding the input element. There isn't even an opportunity to 
specify the input element that the input text parser evaluates. It simply evaluates 
whatever input element it encounters as the form parser steps through the code. 

30 Accordingly, the combination of Light and Quass fails to teach or suggest 

all elements of the claimed invention. The present rejection is therefore improper 
on this ground alone. 

There would also be no reasonable expectation of success from modifying 
Light according to the teaching from Quass. If the ordinarily-skilled practitioner, 

35 looking to provide a means of filling in an unmapped form including . . . analysis 
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of at least one visible form element proximate at least one form field by analyzing 
text within a configurable area of a page containing said form, there would be no 
reasonable expectation of success from the combination because Quass, as 
previously explained, does not provide such functionality. Accordingly, the 

5 present rejection is improper on this ground alone. 

Claims 1 , 22 and 43 are therefore deemed allowable over the combination 
of Light and Quass. 

In view of their dependence from allowable parents, the dependent claims 
are deemed allowable without any separate consideration of their merits. 

10 Nevertheless, Applicant provides the following comments regarding the 
dependent claims: 

Claims 2, 23 and 44: The Examiner relies on Quass, U 0052 as teaching 
evaluating user visible display format hints. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 
What Quass describes 1s "formatting information (such as font size, line spacing, 

15 etc.)" Thus, Quas is not describing evaluating user visible display format hints, 
but formatting information within the page code itself. 

Claims 4, 25, and 26: The Examiner relies on Quass H 0054 as teaching:" 
analyzing a text expression within a predetermined number of words and in at 
least one predetermined direction from said fields; 

20 based on page coordinates, examining said page In general vicinity of the 

field in all directions from the field and analyzing text expression closest to said 
field ..." A concise description of the contents of Quass U 0054 is given above. 
Quass's rule set can only search for text preceding or following the input element 
either on the same line or in the same table row. There is no suggestion that 

25 Quass has the capability of searching within a predetermined number of words. 
There is no suggestion whatsoever in the cited teaching from Quass of page 
coordinates or examining a page in all directions from a field. Quass can only 
search in the same line or table row, for text following or preceding. 

Additionally, the Examiner fails to point to where the combination teaches 

30 or suggests "disregarding text expressions embedded within parentheses or 
quotation marks." 
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Claims 9, 30 and 51: The Examiner relies on Light, col. 3, lines 60-62 and 
col. 5, line 60-65 as teaching "when a field lacks a visible field label, comparing 
the field's default value with entries in a field label dictionary to find closest match 
5 with a metadata expression, wherein said field is mapped to correct metadata." 
Applicant respectfully disagrees. What Light describes is passing of a tag to a 
matching unit. There is no teaching or suggestion in Light of comparing a field's 
default value with a field label dictionary. 

10 Claims 16, 37, and 58: The Examiner relies on Quass, H 0054 as 

teaching: "traversing form elements in a second sequence, said second 

sequence a reverse of a first sequence; 

identifying mapping of at least a field following a current field in said 

second sequence; and 
15 mapping said current field based on said mapping of said following field." 

While Quass does describe searching for text preceding and following an 

input element, there is no teaching or suggestion that this is accomplished by first 

traversing the form elements in one direction and then in another. In fact, as 

Quass teaches, whichever of rules 1 and 2 or 3 and 4 produce the best result, is 
20 used uniformly for the particular row. Thus, it is plain that Quass decidedly does 

not teach traversing the elements of a form first in one sequence and then in an 

opposite sequence. 

Additionally, there is no teaching in Quass of: "identifying mapping of at 

least a field following a current field in said second sequence; and 
25 mapping said current field based on said mapping of said following field." 

As Quass describes, the parser merely looks for text either preceding or 

following the input element. 

Claims 17, 3g and 40: The Examiner relies on Quass, Hfl 0052 and 0054 

as teaching: "traversing form elements in a first sequence; 
30 analyzing a visible display format hint proximate a field; . 
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comparing said analyzed display format hint with a dictionary of data-entry 
prompts; and 

mapping said field to a display format based on said comparison." 
As Applicant has previously pointed out, Quass does not teach analysis of 
5 user-visible display format hints. 

Claims 18, 39 and 60: The Examiner relies on Quass, H 0052 as 
teaching: "concatenating, truncating and re-formatting said retrieved data 
according to said display format." 

10 As above, Quass, 0052 has nothing to do with user-visible display 

format hints. Additiionaliy, what is being described is not truncating, formatting or 
concatenating. Quass describes: "These two parsers could also provide the 
ability to identify the areas of the XHTML document 163 from which they 
obtained descriptive text; for example, by inserting additional markup into the 

15 XHTML code 190 to cause the areas to be to displayed in some distinctive color 
in a web browser with, say, small identifying numbers beside the form controls 
and the descriptions so they can be matched up visually." 



Claims 19, 40 and 61: The Examiner relies on Quass, , Ufl 0052 and 
20 0054 as teaching : u . . .for a field lacking a proximate visible display format hint, 
mapping current field to same display format of a preceding field if both fields are 
the same field type." Applicant has thoroughly discussed 0052 and 0054 
above. There is no teaching In one or both of the paragraphs of "mapping 
current field to same display format of a preceding field if both fields are the 
25 same field type." U 0052 describes preserving formatting information in the 
HTML code. U 0054 describes searching in the same row for text preceding 
and/or following the input element Neither paragraph has anything to do with 
determining field type or with mapping of a field, or formatting the data within a 
field. 

30 
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Claims 20, 41 and 62: The Examiner relies on Quass, H 0012 as teaching: 
"identifying a form as a checkout form/ Quass mentions multiple choice forms 
and forms having open-ended fields, but there is no mention of checkout forms. 

5 Claims 21, 42 and 63 stand rejected as being unpatentable over Light in 

view of Quass and further in view of U.S. published Application no, 
2003/0135507. Applicant respectfully disagrees. In view of the foregoing 
remarks regarding the parent claims, the present rejection is deemed to be 
improper. 

10 Some minor amendments to the claims have been made to supply words 

inadvertently omitted. 

For the record. Applicant respectfully traverses any and all factual assertions in 
the file that are not supported by documentary evidence. Such include assertions 
based on findings of inherency, assertions based on official notice, and any other 

15 assertions of what is well known or commonly known in the prior art. 

Any amendments herein are made for the purpose of advancing prosecution of 
the Application. They do not signify Applicants agreement with the Examiner's position, 
nor do they indicate an intention by Applicant to sacrifice claim scope. Applicant 
expressly reserves the right to pursue patent protection for the invention of a scope it 

20 reasonably believes it is entitled to in one or more continuing applications. 
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CONCLUSION 

5 In view of the foregoing, the claims are deemed to be in allowable 

condition. Reconsideration and prompt allowance of the claims is therefore 
respectfully requested. Should the Examiner have any questions regarding the 
Application, he is urged to contact Applicant's attorney at 650-474-8400. 

10 Respectfully submitted, 



Jeffrey Brill 
Reg. No. 51,198 

15 

Customer No. 22,862 
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